AT A REGULAR MEETING OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OHE COUNTY OF
MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA HELD ON THE 1¢' DAY OF MARCH 2008, AT 6:00 P.M. IN
THE BOARD CHAMBERS, MONTGOMERY COUNTY GOVERNMENT Q¥TER, 755
ROANOKE STREET, CHRISTIANSBURG, VIRGINIA:
PRESENT: Annette S. Perkins -Chair

Doug Marrs -Vice Chair

Mary W. Biggs (Arrived 8:00 p.m.) -Supervisors

William H. Brown
Gary D. Creed

John A. Muffo

James D. Politis (left at 7:15 p.m.)

B. Clayton Goodman, llI -County Administrator

L. Carol Edmonds -Assistant County Administrator

Martin M. McMahon -County Attorney

Steve Sandy -Planning Director

Ron Bonnema -County Engineer

Karen Edmonds -Human Resources Director

Ruth L. Richey -Public Information Officer

Marc Magruder -Budget Manager

Vickie L. Swinney -Secretary, Board of Supervisors
ABSENT: B. Clayton Goodman, 1lI - County Admimistor

CALL TO ORDER
The Chair called the meeting to order.

Supervisor Creed requested the Board amend thelageradd the Norfolk Southern Intermodal
Facility to the agenda under Closed Meeting.

ADD TO THE AGENDA — ADDENDUM

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by JameBdlitis and carried unanimously, the
following item was added to the agenda under Clddeeting:

Section 2.2-311 (7 Consultation with &kgCounsel and Briefings from Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Bbbd
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing@pen Meeting
Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or LitigagnPosture of
the Public Body; and Consultation with Legal Courseployed
or Retained by a Public Body Regarding Specific dlegatters
Requiring Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

2. Norfolk Southern Intermodal Facility

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

John A. Muffo None Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis

Doug Mairrs

William H. Brown
Gary D. Creed
Annette S. Perkins
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INTO CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Jam&sliiis and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors herebieeninto Closed Meeting for the
purpose of discussing the following:

Section 2.2-3711 (1) Discussion, Consideration or Interviews of Prosipect

Candidates for Employment; Assignment, Appointment,
Promotion, Performance, Demotion, Salaries, Disuipg
or Resignation of Specific Officers, Appointees or
Employees of Any Public Body

1. NRV Development Corporation
2. Office on Youth
3. Personnel

3) Discussion or Consideration of the Acquisitioh Real
Property for Public Purpose, or of the Dispositioh
Publicly Held Real Property, Where Discussion inCgen
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Bargaining Pamsit
or Negotiating Strategy of the Public Body

1. Prices Fork Elementary School Site

(7) Consultation with Legal Counsel and Briefingsnh Staff
Members or Consultants Pertaining to Actual or Bbid
Litigation, Where Such Consultation or Briefing @pen
Meeting Would Adversely Affect the Negotiating or
Litigating Posture of the Public Body; and Consiidta
with Legal Counsel Employed or Retained by a Public
Body Regarding Specific Legal Matters Requiring
Provision of Legal Advice by Such Counsel

1. Proposed Boundary Line Adjustment — Town of
Christiansburg

2. Norfolk Southern Intermodal Facility
The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Doug Marrs None Mary W. Biggs
William H. Brown

Gary D. Creed

James D. Politis

John A. Muffo

Annette S. Perkins

Supervisor Politis left the meeting at 7:15 p.m.

OUT OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by William H. Brown, seconded by JohrVAuffo and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors endsrtlidosed Meeting to return to
Regular Session.
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The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

William H. Brown  None Mary W. Biggs
Gary D. Creed James D. Politis
John A. Muffo

Doug Mairrs

Annette S. Perkins

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSED MEETING

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by John éffdvand carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomeryu@y has convened a Closed
Meeting on this date pursuant to an affirmativeorded vote and in accordance with the
provisions of the Virginia Freedom of InformatiortAand

WHEREAS, Section 2.2-3711 of the Code of Virgimegjuires a certification by the
Board that such Closed Meeting was conducted ifocomty with Virginia law.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board &upervisors of
Montgomery County, Virginia hereby certifies thatthe best of each member's knowledge (i)
only public business matters lawfully exempted fropen meeting requirements by Virginia law
were discussed in the closed meeting to whichdérsfication resolution applies, and (ii) only
such public business matters as were identifigtiermotion conveying the closed meeting were
heard, discussed or considered by the Board.

VOTE

AYES

Gary D. Creed
John A. Muffo
Doug Mairrs
William H. Brown
Annette S. Perkins

NAYS
None

ABSENT DURING VOTE
Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis

ABSENT DURING MEETING
Mary W. Biggs
James D. Politis

INVOCATION

A Moment of Silence was lead by Chair Perkins. iCRarkins asked everyone to keep
Supervisor Politis in their thoughts on the redess of his Father.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

The Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

PUBLIC ADDRESS

Jim Baldwin Brain Injury Services of Southwest Virginia, adkbe Board to consider their
request for funding in the amount of $7,381 infYe2008-2009 budget. Brain Injury Services
provides case management and life skill trainingitiaens who suffer from a brain injury. They
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are serving 16 citizens in Montgomery County thlearyand hope to increase this number to 19
next year. Mr. Baldwin explained they have rege@$tnding from Montgomery County for the
past four years but have been denied. He urgeBdhal to vote favorably to fund them in FY
08-09.

Shireen Parsoaddressed the Board on the proposed Norfolk Southtermodal Facility. Ms.
Parsons stated that an article in the Roanoke Tiepsted that the City of Salem was not
chosen as the site for the proposed facility. [@heted out that the Montgomery County Board
of Supervisors has adopted four resolutions opgasiis facility being constructed in Elliston;
however the State has dismissed these resolutMasParsons believes that the Board still
needs to consider the Citizens for the Preservati@ur Countryside’s proposal to adopt an
ordinance banning corporations from taking priatgperty within the County. She urged the
Board to follow in the footsteps of the Town CoumdiHalifax, who became the first Virginia
municipality to enact such an ordinance regardmegtihreat of a uranium mine upstream from
Pittsylvania County.

Faith Rittenhousaddressed the Board in opposition to the proposetbd Southern

Intermodal Facility in Elliston. Ms. Rittenhousavg each member of the Board of Supervisors
a phoney invitation to the ribbon cutting to theviiatermodal Rail Yard, stating the invitation
will be real if the County doesn’t enact an ordicaubanning eminent domain in Montgomery
County. She urged the Board to enact such anamdein spite of Virginia being a Dillon Rule
State.

Mickey Apgaraddressed the Board with concerns about Ellistamglibe proposed site for the
proposed Norfolk Southern Intermodal Facility. Mpgar stated this facility will be in his front
yard. He wanted to emphasize that the resideriEdision are still strongly in opposition of this
facility in spite of being silent the past few miosit He stated that the City of Salem wants this
facility but Norfolk Southern has indicated that thalem site would not work. He believes it
would work if they wanted it to, and it all boil®wn to money. But what will it cost the
residents of Elliston. Mr. Apgar thanked the Bbfor all they have done and for standing up
for the residents in Elliston.

Eileen Umbart@addressed the Board in opposition to the proposetbd Southern Intermodal
Facility in Elliston. Ms. Umbarto commented thhesnoved to Montgomery from New Jersey
four years ago. She purchased her property ist&flijust by pictures alone and loves the area.
She is afraid that the proposed intermodal facilitiy bring to the community what she had left
behind when she moved from New Jersey.

Kathy WheelerHans Meadow Bed & Breakfast, addressed the Boavgposition to the

Special Use Permit for Beliveau Development Corpiana She stated that the approved
covenant for the Shires property allowed for towamles use only and if this request is approved
it would open the doors for this type of businesgntry inn, to be allowed with anybody that
has property with town homes.

There being no further speakers, the public addression was closed.

DELEGATION

Metropolitian Planning Organization MPO — Route 460Connector Corridor Study

Dan Brugh, Executive Director of the MPO, providgedupdate on the Route 460 Connector
Corridor Study. The Route 460 Connector Corridoidg was performed to assess the need for
an east-west roadway extending form the Route 4¢@$s in the vicinity of Southgate Drive to
Prices Fork Road south of the community of PriceskFand to establish a future planning
corridor for the roadway. Establishing a plann@ogridor will allow Montgomery County and
the Town of Blacksburg to preserve rights-of-waydduture roadway, and will provide overall
guidance for transportation and land use planmrige region.

After many community meetings and input from citigethe proposed corridor will extend from
Prices Fork Road in the vicinity of Coal Hollow Rbt the Route 460 Bypass, approximately 1
mile south of Southgate Drive. The proposed roadwilyncorporate a parkway-type facility

with posted speed limit of 45 miles per hour, ipmoate a separate multi-purpose trail ( walking

Minutes, March 10, 2008
Page 4 of 28



and biking) along the entire length of the proposeiway, and construct a two-lane undivided
roadway with sufficient right-of-way to allow foridening to a four-lane when needed.

The study is in the final stages with a final palilearing scheduled for March 19, 2008 at the
Montgomery County Government Center from 4:00 gan6:30 p.m.

As this point, no funding has been identified fustproject. Should funding be identified and
the project identified as a priority, additionalléev-up activities could include location, studies,
design, right-of-way acquisition, and constructidtublic involvement is a key component of
each of these project development activities.

Supervisor Biggs arrived at 8:00 p.m.

CONSENT AGENDA

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $/amd carried unanimously, the Consent
Agenda dated March 10, 2008 was approved.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
John A. Muffo None James D. Politis
Doug Mairrs

William H. Brown
Gary D. Creed
Mary W. Biggs
Annette S. Perkins

Approval of Minutes

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $4amd carried unanimously, the minutes
dated January 14, 2008 and January 28, 2008 wpre\egul.

R-FY-08-124
SCHEDULE PUBLIC HEARING
AMERICAN ELECTRIC POWER
REQUEST FOR EASEMENT
MOTOR MILE PARK -NEW BALL FIELD

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $/amd carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of the @yuof Montgomery, Virginia,
hereby schedules a public hearing on March 24, 2808:15 p.m., or as soon thereafter at the
Montgomery County Government Center!® Floor Board Room, 755 Roanoke Street,
Christiansburg, Virginia, to hear citizen commeatsthe request by American Electric Power
for a right-of-way easement for an undergroundtytine for ball field lighting at the Motor
Mile Park off Tyler Road (Rt. 177).

A-FY-08-79
CIRCUIT COURT - JURIES

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $/amd carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgotnery County, Virginia that

the General Fund was granted an appropriationditiad to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2008, for the functiod in the amount as follows:

210  Circuit Court - Juries $1,710
The source of the funds for the foregoing apprdianmeis as follows:

Revenue Account
419122 Jury Reimbursements $1,710
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Said resolution appropriates the state’s portiojuigf payments for criminal cases.
A-FY-08-80
COMMONWEALTH’'S ATTORNEY
FORFEITED ASSET SHARING PROGRAM
On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgmtnery County, Virginia that
the General Fund was granted an appropriationditiad to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2008, for the funcéind in the amount as follows:

330 Commonwealth’s Attorney $ 447

The source of the funds for the foregoing apprdianmeis as follows:

Revenue Account
190170 Confiscations-Commonwealth’s Attorney $447

Said resolution appropriates monies received asopé#ne Forfeited Asset Sharing
Program from the Department of Criminal Justiceviges.

A-FY-08-81
SHERIFF — RECOVERED COSTS

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $/amd carried unanimously,
BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that

the General Fund was granted an appropriationditiad to the annual appropriation for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 2008, for the functiod in the amount as follows:

320  Sheriff — County $986
321  Sheriff — Grants $325
Total $1,311

The sources of the funds for the foregoing appetiom are as follows:

Revenue Account

419108 Recovered Costs $986
424401 Project Lifesaver 325
Total $1,311

Said resolution appropriates recovered costs am@d®rLifesaver funds for use by the
Sheriff's department.

A-FY-08-82
SCHOOL OPERATING FUND
SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $4and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that
the School Operating Fund was granted an apprapriat addition to the annual appropriation
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2008, for threcfion and in the amount as follows:

09 School Operating Fund

61000 Instruction $142,218

563000 Transportation 18,036

564000 Operations and Maintenance 183,132
Total $343,386
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The sources of funds for the foregoing appropmatice as follows:

Revenue Account:
State Revenue

433206 Teach American History Grant $116,009
433209 Learn and Serve Grant 26,209
418910 Insurance Recoveries 18,036
418302 Universal Service Discounts 183,132
Total $343,386

Said resolution appropriates additional funds ftbemvarious sources for FY 08.

R-FY-08-125
RESOLUTION AMENDING THE
MONTGOMERY COUNTY COMPENSATION PLAN
FOR CERTAIN PUBLIC SERVICE AUTHORITY POSITIONS
BASED ON CHANGES MADE TO THE PAY GRADE BY
THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY PUBLIC SERVICE AUTHORITY

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $/amd carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, At its March 4, 2008 meeting, the Montgoyn€ounty Public Service
Authority adopted a Resolution amending the Payd&ffar Utility Operator positions 1, Il and
[1l, for the Utility Equipment Operator positionpif the PSA Crew Leader position and changed
the Maintenance Supervisor position to MaintenarManager at the higher existing
Maintenance Manager pay grade; and

WHEREAS, The pay grades for the above referenamitipns were amended by the
Authority Board to the following new pay gradeseetive April 1, 2008; and

Utility Operator | - Pay Grade 116
Utility Operator Il - Pay Grade 113
Utility Operator 11l - Pay Grade 111
Maintenance Supervisor - Pay Grade 118
becomes Maintenance Manager

PSA Crew Leader - Pay Grade 113

Utility Equipment Operator - Pay Grade 111

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors needs to ameadverall County Classification
and Compensation Plan to reflect the changes ingpage made by the Montgomery County
Public Service Authority for the above referencedbli®? Service Authority Positions.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supsors of the County of
Montgomery, Virginia hereby amends the Montgomeoyiy Classification and Compensation
Plan to reflect the changes in pay grade for thieviitng Public Service Authority positions
based upon changes made to the pay grade by thggdoary County Public Service Authority:

Utility Operator | - Pay Grade 116
Utility Operator Il - Pay Grade 113
Utility Operator Il - Pay Grade 111
Maintenance Supervisor - Pay Grade 118
becomes Maintenance Manger

PSA Crew Leader - Pay Grade 113

Utility Equipment Operator - Pay Grade 111
These changes in pay grade shall be effectivel ApB008.
R-FY-08-126
SUPERVISOR MARY BIGGS
VACO EDUCATION COMMITTEE

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $and carried unanimously,
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WHEREAS, Supervisor Mary W. Biggs has been invitedserve on the Virginia
Association of Counties (VACo) Education Steerirgn@nittee for calendar year 2008.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Sypsors of Montgomery
County, Virginia endorses Supervisor Biggs’' pap@tion on the Education Steering Committee.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisorgth@rizes the County
Administrator to reimburse Supervisor Biggs for exges arising from attendance at committee
meetings.

R-FY-08-127
ANNETTE S. PERKINS
VACO CONFERENCE PLANNING COMMITTEE
AND EDUCATION COMMITTEE

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Supervisor Annette S. Perkins has beegiteth to serve on the Virginia
Association of Counties’ (VACo) Conference Plannfdgmmittee, Education Committee and
Resolutions Committee for calendar year 2008.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Sypsors of Montgomery
County, Virginia endorses Supervisor Perkins’ pgvation on the Conference Planning
Committee, Education Committee and Resolutions Citi@en

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisorsthanizes the County
Administrator to reimburse Supervisor Perkins fotpenses arising from attendance at
committee meetings.

R-FY-08-128
DOUG MARRS
VACO TRANSPORTATION STEERING COMMITTEE

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Supervisor Doug Marrs has been invited seave on the Virginia
Association of Counties’ (VACo) Transportation Steg Committee for calendar year 2008.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supgovs of Montgomery
County, Virginia endorses Supervisor Marrs’ papi#tion on the Transportation Steering
Committee.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisorsthanizes the County

Administrator to reimburse Supervisor Marrs for exges arising from attendance at committee
meetings.

OLD BUSINESS

R-FY-08-129
SPECIAL USE PERMIT
BELIVEAU DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
(AGENT: YVAN J. BELIVEAU)
FOR THE PURPOSE OF ALLOWING A “COUNTRY INN”

AT 3000 SHIRE CIRCLE

IN THE PRICES FORK MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT

PARCEL ID # 026177, TAX MAP NUMBER 64-A-33A

On a motion by John A. Muffo, seconded by Mary Vigd3 and carried unanimously,
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BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgonery County, Virginia that
the Beliveau Development Corporation (Agent: YvaBéliveau) request for a Special Use
Permit (SUP) on 2.627 acres in a Residential Mtdimily (RM-1) zoning district to allow a
“Country Inn” is herebyapproved with the following conditions:

1. The following items shall be completed prior to tbguance of a
building/zoning permit for the modification of thewn homes and/or the
proposed restaurant:

a. Owner shall stabilize all denuded areas and convjilylocal
Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance requiresent
b. The northernmost entrance off of Shire Lane shallijpgraded to

provide for sufficient turning radius of a fire tki

Installation of required walkways;

Paving and striping of existing upper parking area;

e. Owner/applicant shall submit a site plan for appton
compliance with the Montgomery County Zoning Ordioa. The
plan shall include any required ADA accessible paykareas to
be paved, restaurant requirements, seating, etc.;

oo

f. Provision of fire protection for the project unlébs State Fire
Marshall and the Building Official indicates firegbection is not
required;

g. Installation of a handrail for the walkway rinathe upper parking

area down the hill to the restaurant.

2. This Special Use Permit (SUP) allows up to twegfy) (country inn guest
rental units on the property provided there aremaowe than sixteen (16)
residential dwelling units on the property. Howewle owner/applicant
may increase the allowable number of country in@sguental units on the
property up to a total of thirty (30) guest rentaits provided the total
number of residential dwelling units on the propestreduced by one (1)
for each two (2) additional country inn guest réntats added. (Refer to
table)

Maximum Number of Units Allowed by
SUP

Country Inn Guest Residential Dwelling Units
Units Allowed Allowed
20 16
22 15
24 14
26 13
28 12
30 11
3. Prior to construction of any new buildings on thegerty, owner shall

obtain VDOT approval of the entrance.

The property is located at 3000 Shire Circle, idiett as Tax Parcel No(s). 64-A-33A
(Acct # 026177) in the Prices Fork Magisterial Degt(District E).

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None James D. Politis
John A. Muffo

Doug Mairrs

Gary D. Creed
William H. Brown
Annette S. Perkins
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ORD-FY-08-21
AN ORDINANCE WITHDRAWING TWENTY (20) ACRES OF A
59.2 ACRE PARCEL (TAX MAP PARCEL 72(1)56 FROM
AGRICULTURAL & FORESTAL DISTRICT -9
FOR THE DEVELOPMENT OF NEW ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
IN ELLISTON, VA

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Mary Wg8and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, Montgomery County has requested to wathvd20 acres of a 59.2 acre parcel
(Tax Parcel 72-1-56) from Agricultural & Forestabkbict-9; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Supervisors of Montgomeryty has processed this request
in accordance with Section 15.2-4314 of the Cod¥ifinia, as amended, and Section 2-150 of
the Montgomery County Code, including the holdihg @ublic hearing on February 25, 2008 and
the receiving of recommendations from the Advis@ymmittee on Agricultural and Forestal
Districts and the Planning Commission.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of (gsvisors of Montgomery
County, Virginia that the five criteria for withdgal in Section 2-150 of the Montgomery County
Code have been met and that for good and reasocalde shown, the twenty (20) acres owned
by Montgomery County is hereby withdrawn from Agttaral & Forestal District-9.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

John A. Muffo None James D. Politis
Doug Mairrs

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown
Gary D. Creed
Annette S. Perkins

ORD-FY-08-22
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING THE 2025 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN —
ELLISTON AND LAFAYETTE VILLAGE PLAN LAND USE MAP DE  SIGNATION
OF APPROXIMATELY 20 ACRES OF A 59.2 ACRE PARCEL
LOCATED IN THE 8500 BLOCK OF ROANOKE ROAD,
SOUTH OF THE EASTERN MONTGOMERY HIGH SCHOOL PROPERT Y,
IN THE SHAWSVILLE MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT.

FROM RESOURCE STEWARDSHIP TO VILLAGE EXPANSION WITH THE
DESIGNATION OF THE PARCEL AS CIVIC TO ACCOMMODATE T HE
DEVELOPMENT OF AN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL IN THE SHAWSVIL LE

MAGISTERIAL DISTRICT

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Mary Wg8and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of Mgotery County, Virginia that it
hereby finds that the proposed amendment to thé ZD@mprehensive Plan — Elliston and
Lafayette Village Plan Land Use Map meets the megouents of Section PLU 1.1.1 Policy Area
Designations of the Comprehensive Plan and therdfa Elliston and Lafayette Land Use Map
designation of that certain tracts or parcels ntllaonsisting of a 20 acre portion of a 59.2 acre
tract of land is hereby amended from the designatb Resource Stewardship to Village
Expansion with the further designation as Civithe Elliston and Lafayette Village Plan.

This action was commenced upon the application ahtiyomery County Board of
Supervisors.

The property is located in the 8500 block of Ro@n&load, located to the south of the
Eastern Montgomery High School property and is tifled as Tax Parcel No 072-1-56
(ID.#013681) in the Shawsville Magisterial District
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The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Doug Marrs None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

John A. Muffo

Gary D. Creed
Annette S. Perkins

ORD-FY-08-23
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 2, DIVISION 5
ENTITLED TAX EXEMPTIONS AND DEFERRALS
FOR ELDERLY AND HANDICAPPED,
SECTION 2-107 OF THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF MONTGOME RY, VIRGINIA
BY INCREASING THE INCOME ELIGIBILITY LIMITS
FOR EXEMPTION FROM OR DEFERRAL OF TAXATION OF REAL ESTATE
FOR THE ELDERLY AND DISABLED

On a motion by Doug Marrs, seconded by William kown and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of tBeunty of Montgomery,
Virginia, that Chapter 2, Division 5, Section 2-16fthe Code of the County of Montgomery,
Virginia, shall be amended and reordained as falow

Sec. 2-107. Established; restrictions and conditi@n

€)) The board of supervisors of the county herebyides for the exemption from or
deferral of taxation of real estate, and manufactunomes as defined in Code of Virginia,
section 36-85.3, or any portion thereof, owned hg accupied as the sole dwelling of a person
not less than sixty-five (65) years of age, ands/igiag the same exemption for such property of
a person who is determined to be permanently aaiytalisabled as provided in subsection (e)
of this section, subject to the following restrcts and conditions:

(1) That the total combined income during the imiaedy preceding calendar year from all
sources of the owners of the dwelling living therand of the owners' relatives living in the
dwelling does not exceed—twertjghtthousand—dollars{$28,00@hirty thousand dollars
($30,000.00)provided that the first ten thousand dollars (800,00) of income of each relative
other than the spouse of the owner who is livinthendwelling and the first ten thousand dollars
($10,000.00) of income for an owner who is permégeatisabled shall not be included in such
total.

(2) That the net combined financial worth, incluglithe present value of all equitable
interests, as of December thirty-first of the immaéely preceding calendar year, of the owners,
and of the spouse of any owner, excluding the valughe dwelling and furnishings in the
dwelling including furniture, household applian@sl other items typically used in a home and
the land, not exceeding one (1) acre, upon whidh dituated does not exceed One Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($100,000).

3) That the person or persons claiming such exempies annually no later than the first

day of March of the taxable year with the commigsioof the revenue of the county, on forms
to be supplied by the county, an affidavit or verttstatement setting forth the names of the
related persons occupying such real estate; tbeabtal combined net worth, including equitable
interests, and the combined income from all souofdbe person as specified in paragraph (1)
of this subsection does not exceed the limits pitesd in this section. If such person is under
sixty-five (65) years of age, such form shall hatached thereto a certification by the Social
Security Administration, the Department of Veter&ifairs, or the Railroad Retirement Board,

or if such person is not eligible for certificatitny any of these agencies, a sworn affidavit by
two (2) medical doctors who are either licensegbractice medicine in the commonwealth or
who are military officers on active duty who praetimedicine with the United States Armed
Forces, to the effect that such person is permbnandl totally disabled as defined in subsection
(e); however, a certification pursuant to 42 U.S&.4-23(d) by the Social Security

Minutes, March 10, 2008
Page 11 of 28



Administration so long as the person remains digibr such Social Security benefits shall be
deemed to satisfy such definition in subsection Tée affidavit of at lease one of the doctors
shall be based upon a physical examination of gmregm by such doctor. The affidavit of one of
the doctors may be based upon medical informatmtained in the records of the Civil Service
Commission which is relevant to the standards &iewining permanent and total disability as
defined in subsection (e). Such certification, teritstatement, or affidavit shall be filed aftez th
first day of January of each year, but before tinst fday of April of each year, for the
permanently and totally disabled, for hardship sassd for the first time applicants. The
commissioner of the revenue has the discretiomdeat late filings of first time applicants or for
hardship cases until the thirty-first day of Decembf the taxable year. The commissioner of the
revenue of the county shall make any other reaspmazessary inquiry of persons seeking such
exemption, requiring answers under oath to determunalifications as specified in this section
including, qualifications as permanently and tgtalisabled as defined in subsection (e) and
gualification for the exclusion of life insurancerefits paid upon the death of an owner of a
dwelling. The commissioner of the revenue of thanty is hereby empowered, in addition to
require the production of certified tax returnsesiablish the income or financial worth of any
applicant for tax relief or deferral.

(b) Such exemptions may be granted for any yedowmg the date that the
qualifying individual occupying such dwelling angving title, or partial title, thereto reaches
the age of sixty-five (65) years or for any yealldwing the date the disability occurred.
Changes in respect to income, financial worth, asime of property or other factors occurring
during the taxable year for which the affidavitfigd, and having the effect of exceeding or
violating the limitations and conditions provided this section shall nullify any exemption or
deferral for the remainder of the current taxaldaryand the taxable year immediately following.
The amount of exemption of the real estate taxqta@lified persons shall be determined by the
following table:

Annual Income For Qualified Persons
(Calendar Year) the Percentage of Tax
Which May Be Exempted
$ 0.00-$17900-0819,200 100%
$17,901.06622,300-00619,201-$24,000 60%
$22,301.06-$28,000-00624,001-$30,000 40%

(c) The person or persons qualifying for and clagndeferral shall be relieved of
real estate tax liability levied on the qualifyidwelling and land up to an amount equal to one
hundred (100) percent of this liability, the amotobe deferred to be elected by the claimant. If
a deferral of real estate taxes, the accumulatenbiatrof taxes deferred shall be paid without
penalty or interest to the county by the vendomuihe sale of the dwelling, or from the estate of
the decedent within one (1) year after the deatth@eflast owner thereof who qualified for tax
deferral by the provisions of this section. Sucfeded real estate taxes shall constitute a lien
upon such real estate as if they had been assegibedt regard to the deferral permitted by this
section. Any such lien shall, to the extent thabiteeds in the aggregate ten (10) percent of the
price for which such real estate may be sold, texior to all other liens of record.

(d) The board of supervisors of the county heredgnas those persons falling within
the limits and conditions provided in subsectioa} &nd (b) of this section to bearing an
extraordinary tax burden on the real estate destrib this section in relation to their income
and financial worth.

(e) For the purposes of this division, a persopeisnanently and totally disabled if
he or she is so certified as required in paragr@)(B8) of this section and is found by the
commissioner of the revenue of the county undeagraph (a)(3) to be unable to engage in any
substantial gainful activity by reason of any madic determinable physical or mental
impairment or deformity which can be expected &ulein death or can be expected to last for
the duration of such person’s life.

This change in income limits shall be effective hog 2008 tax year and beyond unless

amended.
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The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None James D. Politis
William H. Brown

John A. Muffo

Gary D. Creed

Doug Mairrs

Annette S. Perkins

ORD-FY-08-24
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING CHAPTER 8, ARTICLE I,
ENTITLED EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL,
SECTION 8-62 THROUGH SECTION 8-67 RESPECTIVELY
OF THE CODE OF THE COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA,
IN ORDER TO COMPLY WITH
THE VIRGINIA EROSION AND SEDIMENT CONTROL LAW

On a motion by John A. Muffo, seconded by Mary igd3 and carried unanimously,

BE IT ORDAINED, By the Board of Supervisors of tl&ounty of Montgomery,
Virginia, that Chapter 8, Article Ill, entitled Esmn and Sediment Control, Section 8-62 through
8-67 respectively of the Code of the County of Mymmbery, Virginia, shall be amended and
reordained as follows:

Sec. 8-62. Definitions. As used in this ordinanceinless the context requires a different
meaning:

Agreement in lieu of plan means a contract between the plan-approving etyttamd the
owner which specifies conservation measures whigst e implemented in the construction of
a single-family residence; this contract may becated by the plan-approving authority in lieu
of a formal site plan.

Applicant means any person submitting & erosion and sediment control plan for
approval or requesting the issuance of a permignwvhequired, authorizing land-disturbing
activities to commence.

Board means the Virginia soil and water conservatioaro

Certified Inspector means an employee or agent of a program authwhity (1) holds a
certificate of competence from the board in theaxeproject inspection or (2) is enrolled in the
board's training program for project inspection andcessfully completes such program within
one (1) year after enroliment.

Certified plan reviewer means an employee or agent of a program authetty (1)
holds a certificate of competence from the boarthéarea of plan review, (2) is enrolled in the
board's training program for plan review and susftdly completes such program within one (1)
year after enrollment, or (3) is licensed as agwmsibnal engineer, architect, certified landscape
architect or land surveyor pursuant to Article #¢354.1-400 et seq.) of Chapter 4 of Title 54.1.

Certified program administrator means an employee or agent of a program authority
who (1) holds a certificate of competence from ltbard in the area of program administration
or (2) is enrolled in the boards training programn program administration and successfully
completes such program within one (1) year afteolément.

Clearing means any activity which removes the vegetatieeirgd cover including, but
not limited to, root mat removal or top soil rembva

Conservation plan, eroson and sediment control plan or plan means a document
containing material for the conservation of soitlavater resources of a unit or group of units of
land. It may include appropriate maps, an appropreoil and water plan inventory, and
management information with needed interpretat@md a record of decisions contributing to
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conservation treatment. The plan shall contain m#jor conservation decisions and all
information deemed necessary by the plan approairiforityto assure that the entire unit or
units of land will be so treated to achieve thesawmation objectives.

County means the County of Montgomery.
Department means the department of conservation and reoreati
Development means a tract of land developed or to be devdl@gea single unit under

single ownership or unified control which is to lieed for any business or industrial purpose or
is to contain three (3) or more residential dwellumits.

Director means the—director—of—the—departmebDirector of the Department of

Conservation and Recreation

District or soil and water conservation district refers to the skyline soil and water
conservation district.

Erosion impact area means an area of land not associated with culaedtdisturbing
activity but subject to persistent soil erosionufesg in the delivery of sediment onto
neighboring properties or into state waters. TleBnition shall not apply to any lot or parcel of
land of ten thousand (10,000) square feet or |lsed tor residential purposes.

Excavating means any digging, scooping or other methodsrmbwring earth materials.
Filling means any depositing or stockpiling of earth miaite

Grading means any excavating or filling of earth mateaalany combination thereof,
including the land in its excavated or filled canzhs.

Land-disturbing activity means any land change which may result in sogien from
water or wind and the movement of sediments inttestwaters or onto lands in the
commonwealth, including, but not limited to, cleayi grading, excavating, transporting and
filling of land, except that the term shall notlunbe:

(1) Minor land-disturbing activities such as homgardens and individual home
landscaping, repairs and maintenance work;

(2) Individual service connections;

(3) Installation, maintenance, or repairs of amglerground public utility lines when
such activity occurs on an existing hard-surfacmatly street or sidewalk provided such
land disturbing activity is confined to the areatlé road, street or sidewalk which is
hardsurfaced,;

(4) Septic tank lines or drainage fields unlessluded in an overall plan for land
disturbing activity relating to construction of theilding to be served by the septic tank
system;

(5) Surface or deep mining;

(6) Exploration or drilling for oil and gas inding the well site, roads, feeder lines, and
off-site disposal areas;

(7) Tilling, planting, or harvesting of agricutal, horticultural, or forest crops, or
livestock feedlot operations; including engineeringperations _and agricultural
engineering operationss follows: construction of terraces, terrace eistlcheck dams,
desilting basins, dikes, ponds not required to dgmyith the Dam Safety Act, Article 2,
(Sec. 10-1-604 et seq.) of Chapter 6 of the Codéirginia, ditches, strip cropping, lister
furrowing, contour cultivating, contour furrowindggand drainage, and land irrigation;
however, this exception shall not apply to harvesf forest crops unless the area on
which harvesting occurs is reforested artificiatly naturally in accordance with the
provisions of Chapter 11 (8 10.1-1100 et seq.)hef title or is converted to bona fide
agricultural or improved pasture use as describesibsection B of § 10.1-1163;

(8) Repair or rebuilding of the tracks, rightsvedly, bridges, communication facilities
and other related structures and facilities ofilao@d company;

allalalla' alidaYa
Skl
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land.irrigation:
206)9) Disturbed land areas of less than ten thousBd@(@0) square feet in size;
&1Y10) Installation of fence and sign posts or teleghand electric poles and other
kinds of posts or poles;

&2Y11) Emergency work to protect life, limb or propergnd emergency repairs;
however, if the land disturbing activity would hakeguired an approved erosion and
sediment control plan, if the activity were noteanergency, then the land area disturbed
shall be shaped and stabilized in accordance Wwehréquirements of the plan-approving
authority.

Land disturbing permit means a permit issued by Montgomery County ferdlearing,
filling, excavating, grading, transporting of lama for any combination thereof or for any
purpose set forth herein.

Local erosion and sediment control program or local control program means an outline
of the various methods employed by Montgomery Cptatregulate land disturbing activities
and thereby minimize erosion and sedimentatiorompdiance with the state program and may
include such items as local ordinances, policied guidelines, technical materials, inspection,
enforcement, and evaluation.

Natural channel design concepts means the utilization of engineering analysis fundal
geomorphic processes to create, rehabilitate, nreesbo stabilize an open conveyance system for
the purpose of creating or recreating a streamdbaveys its bankfull storm event within its
banks and allows larger flows to access its bahkirch and its floodplain.

Owner means the owner or owners of the freehold of ghemises or lesser estate
therein, a mortgagee or vendee in possession nassa@f rents, receiver, executor, trustee, lessee
or other person, firm or corporation in controlkoproperty.

Peak flow rate means the maximum instantaneous flow from a gsterm condition at a
particular location.

Permittee means the person to whom the permit authorizang-disturbing activities is
issued or the person who certifies that the appr@resion and sediment control plan will be
followed.

Person means any individual, partnership, firm, assommtjoint venture, public or
private corporation, trust, estate, commission,rdogublic or private institution, utility,
cooperative, county, city, town or other politisalbdivision of the commonwealth, any interstate
body, or any other legal entity.

Plan-approving authority means the Montgomery County engineer respondiie
determining the adequacy of-a—eenservajiten submitted for land-disturbing activities on a
unit or units of lands and for approving plans.

Program authority means Montgomery County which has adopted aesosion and
sediment control program approved by the board.

Responsible Land Disturber means an individual from the project or developnteam,
who will be in charge of and responsible for cargyout a land-disturbing activity covered by an
approved plan or agreement in lieu of a plan, wiich¢lds a Responsible Land Disturber
certificate of competence, (ii) holds a currenttiieate of competence from the Board in the
areas of Combined Administration, Program Admirigtm, Inspection or Plan Review, (iii)
holds a current Contractor Certificate of compegefur erosion and sediment control, or (iv) is
licensed in Virginia as a professional engineechigect, certified landscape architect or land
surveyor pursuant to Article 1 (sec. 54.1-400 et)sef Chapter 4 of Title 54.1 of the Code of

Virginia.

Runoff volume means the volume of water that runs off the lapdetbpment project
from a prescribed storm event.
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Sngle-family residence means a noncommercial dwelling that is occupiedusively by
one (1) family

Sate erosion and sediment control program orstate program means the program
administered by the Virginia soil and water conaéon board pursuant to the state code
including regulations designed to minimize erosaond sedimentation.

Sate waters means all waters on the surface and under thendravholly or partially
within or bordering the commonwealth or withinjigsisdictions.

Transporting means any moving of earth materials from onep({a¢e to another place
other than such movement incidental to grading,nvdech movement results in destroying the
vegetative ground cover either by tracking or thiddop of earth materials to the extent that
erosion and sedimentation will result from the soil earth materials over which such
transporting occurs.

Water Quality Volume means the volume equal to the first one-half ioéhrunoff
multiplied by the impervious surface of the land@&lepment project.

Sec. 8-63. Local erosion and sediment control progm.

(@) Pursuant to section 10.1-562 of the Code iogiMa, Montgomery County hereby
adopts the regulations, references, guidelinesdatds and specifications promulgated by the
Virginia soil and water conservation board for #ftective control of soil erosion and sediment
deposition to prevent the unreasonable degradatigroperties, stream channels, waters and
other natural resources. Said regulations, refeerguidelines, standards and specifications for
erosion and sediment control are included in but lmoited to the "Virginia erosion and
sediment control regulations” and the Virginia Epasand Sediment Control Handbook, as
amended.

(b) Before adopting or revising regulations, Myorhery County shall give due notice
and conduct a public hearing on the proposed asedvegulations, except that a public hearing
shall not be required when Montgomery County is raehmgy its program to conform to revisions
in the state program. However, a public hearingl $leaheld if Montgomery County proposes or
revises regulations that are more stringent tharstate program.

(c) In addition, in accordance with 810.1-561 of @wde of Virginia, stream restoration
and relocation projects that incorporate naturanciel design concepts are not man-made
channels and shall be exempt from any flow rateaciéyp and velocity requirements for natural
or man-made channels.

(d) In accordance with 810.1-561 of the Code of Migy any land-disturbing activity
that provides for stormwater management intendeditivess any flow rate capacity and velocity
requirements for natural or manmade channels sh#lfy the flow rate capacity and velocity
requirements for natural or manmade channels ipthetices are designed to (i) detain the water
quality volume and to release it over 48 hourg;détain and release over a 24-hour period the
expected rainfall resulting from the one year, 2dihstorm; and (iii) reduce the allowable peak
flow rate resulting from the 1.5, 2, and 10-yea#;:l®ur storms to a level that is less than or
equal to the peak flow rate from the site assuntimgas in a good forested condition, achieved
through multiplication of the forested peak flowedy a reduction factor that is equal to the
runoff volume from the site when it was in goodefsted condition divided by the runoff volume
from the site in its proposed condition, and si&lexempt from any flow rate capacity and
velocity requirements for natural or manmade chksmne

{e)(e) Pursuant to section 10.1-561.1 of the Code ofiNia, an erosion control plan
shall not be approved until it is reviewed by atiied plan reviewer. Inspections of land-
disturbing activities shall be conducted by a @ediinspector. The erosion control program of
Montgomery County shall contain a certified progradministrator, a certified plan reviewer,
and a certified inspector, who may be the sameopers

{eH(f) Montgomery County hereby designates the coumgyneer as the plan-approving
authority.
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feXg) The program and regulations provided for in tbislinance shall be made
available for public inspection at the office oétbounty engineer.

Sec. 8-64. Regulated land disturbing activities; sumission and approval of plans; contents
of plans.

(a) Except as provided herein, no person may gnga any land disturbing activity
until he or shehas submitted to the coungngineer for Montgomery County an erosion and
sediment control plan for the land disturbing atgivand such plan has been reviewed and
approved by the plan approving authority. Wheral ldisturbing activities involve lands under
the jurisdiction of more than one (1) local confpobgram, an erosion and sediment control plan,
at the option of the applicant, may be submittedhekBoard for review and approval rather
than to each jurisdiction concerned.

Where the land disturbing activity results from tkenstruction of single-family
residence, an agreement in lieu of a plan may bstiuted for an erosion and sediment control
plan if executed by the plan approving authority.

(b) The standards contained within the Virginimodton and Sediment Control
Regulations and the Virginia Erosion and Sedimeont®! Handbook as amendede to be
used by the applicant when making a submittal uttteeprovisions of this-seetimrdinanceand
in the preparation of an erosion and sediment obmiian. The plan approving authority, in
considering the adequacy of a submitted plan, sleajuided by the same standards, regulations
and guidelines. When the standards vary betweepubkcations, the state regulations shall take
precedence.

(c) The plan approvmg authority shau—mthmct;eme—(%)—days—aepreve—any—euch

conservatlon plans submltted to it and grant V\mtleproval W|th|n 45 davs of the receipt of the
plan if it determines that the plan meets the memoénts of the Board’s regulatioasd if the
person responsible for carrying out the plan dedithat he or she will properly perform the
erosion and sediment control measures includeldemplan and will conform to the provisions of
this seetionordinance In addition, as a prerequisite to engaging inl#mel-disturbing activities
shown on the approved plan, the person resporfblearrying out the plan shall provide the
name of an individual holding a certificate of catgnce to the program authoriags provided
by Code of Virginia, section 10.1-561, as amend#dthe Virginia Erosion and Sediment
Control Law who will be in charge of and responsible for cergyout the land-disturbing
activity. The certificate of competence requiremsmll be waived for an agreement in lieu of a
plan for construction of a single family resideniéea violation occurs during the land-disturbing
activity, then the person responsible for carryoog the agreement in lieu of a plan shall correct
the violation and provide the name of an individhalding a certificate of competence, to the
program authority,as provided by Code of Virginia, section 10.1-56%, amended, of the
Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Law who wile in charge of and responsible for
carrying out the land-disturbing activity. Failueprovide the name of an individual holding a
certificate of competence prior to engaging in lalgturbing activities may result in revocation
of the approval of the plan and the person resptm$ir carrying out the plan shall be subject to
the penalties provided in this ordinance

However, the plan approving authority may waive tbertificate of competence
requirement for an agreement in lieu of a plancfmmstruction of a single family residence. If a
violation occurs during the land-disturbing actyyithen the person responsible for carrying out
the agreement in lieu of a plan shall correct tidation and provide the nhame of an individual
holding a certificate of competence as provided8i9.1-561, as amended of the Virginia
Erosion and Sediment Control Law. Failure to pdevihe name of an individual holding a
certificate of competence shall be a violationhi$ brdinance.

(d) The plan shall be acted upon within fortyefif45) days from receipt thereof by
either approving said plan in writing or by disapgng said plan in writing and giving specific
reasons for its disapproval.

When a plan |s determlned to be |nadequate—w+mm$e—et—e|sa|e1ere¥al—statmg—the

Fthe plan approvmg authorlty shaII speC|fy the mmdiions terms and condltlons that WI||
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permit approval of the plan. If no action is takertheplan-appreving-autherityithin forty-
five (45) days, the plan shall be deemed approweldtlae person authorized to proceed with the

proposed activity.

(e) An approved plan may be changed by the ptgnoaing authority-a-the-fellewing
casesvhen

(1) WhereTheinspection-hasevealed that the plan is inadequate to satisfy applicable
regulations; or

(2) WheretThe person responsible for carrying out the apprgled finds that because
of changed circumstances or for other reasons pgheoged plan cannot be effectively
carried out, and proposed amendments to the ptarsistent with the requirements of
this -sectienordinance are agreed to by the plan approving authority #rel person
responsible for carrying out the plans.

(f) Variances: The plan-approving authority maywsasr modify any of the standards
that are deemed to be too restrictive for the @iieditions, by granting a variance. A
variance may be granted under these conditions:

(1) At the time of plan submission, an applicant meyuest a variance to become part
of the approved erosion and sediment control pldre applicant shall explain the
reasons for requesting variances in writing. Speeariances which are allowed by the
plan-approving authority shall be documented ingla.

(2) During construction, the person responsiblarfgglementing the approved plan may
request a variance in writing from the plan-appngvauthority. The plan-approving
authority shall respond in writing either approvimgdisapproving such a request. If the
plan-approving authority does not approve a vagawdhin 10 days of receipt of the
request, the request shall be considered to bepmtioeed. Following disapproval, the
applicant may resubmit a variance request withtamdil documentation.

&(q) In order to prevent further erosion, Montgom€&agunty may require approval of
a-conservatioplan for any land identified in the local prograsian erosion impact area.

{e(h) When land disturbing activity will be required a contractor performing
construction work pursuant to a construction cantirdne preparation, submission, and approval
of an erosion and sediment control plan shall kedisponsibility of the owner.

(i) In accordance with the procedure set forth by. BE®3(E) of the Code of Virginia,
any person _engaging in _the creation and operatfowetland mitigation banks in _multiple
jurisdictions, which have been approved and areabpe in accordance with applicable federal
and state guidance, laws, or requlations for thabédshment, use, and operation of mitigation
banks, pursuant to a permit issued by the Depattmefiknvironmental Quality, the Marine
Resources Commission, or the U.S. Army Corps ofikg®y, may, at the option of the person,
file general erosion and sediment control spedificg for wetland mitigation banks annually
with the Board for review and approval consisteithwuidelines established by the Board.

() WhenevereElectric, natural gas and telephone utility companiaterstate and
intrastate natural gas companies and railroad companies _shall file general erosion and

sediment control specifications annually with theaBl. These specifications shall apply to:

(1) Construction, installation and maintenanceslettric transmission, natural gas and
telephone utility lines and pipelines, and

(2) Construction of the tracks, rights-of-way,dges, communication facilities and
other related structures and facilities of theroaitl company.

Projects not included in subsections(jjiit)) and (2) shall comply with the requirements
of the Montgomery County erosion and sediment cbpirogram, pursuant te-Cede-ef-Virginia
810.1-563D of the Virginia Erosion and Sediment {Cali_aw.
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(k) State agency projects are exempt from the pongsof this-seetiorordinance
except as provided for in—Cede—of\irginiaection 810.1-564 _of the Virginia Erosion and
Sediment Control Law

Sec. 8-65. Permits; fees; bonding; etc.

(&) Agencies authorized under any other law saesgrading, building, or other permits
for activities involving land disturbing activitiesiay not issue any such permit unless the
applicant submits, with his application, an appobwrosion and sediment control plan and
certification that the plan will be followed.

(b) No person may engage in any land disturbicivity unless the proposed land
disturbing activity is specifically exempt from tipeovisions of this-seetionrdinance until he
or shehas acquired a land disturbing permit, and has {h& fees and posted the required bond.

(c) Fees. An administrative fee for plan revieasdd-on-the-approved-fee-schedide

out by ordinance approved by the Board of Supersisball be paid to Montgomery County at
the time of-isswancsubmissiommf a erosion and sediment control plan or agre¢mneieu of a

plan

County in an amount set from time to time, by oadice of the board of supervisors. Monthly
inspection fees shall be paid starting at the tiheeland disturbing permit is issued until such
time the site has achieved adequate stabilizasatetermined by the county engineer.

(d) No land-disturbing permit shall be issuedilutite applicant submits, with his
application, an approved erosion and sediment abpkan and certification that the plan will be
followed and pays all the required fees.

(e) Bond. All applicants for permits shall progitb Montgomery County a performance
bond, cash escrow, or an irrevocable letter ofitateptable to the county engineer, to ensure
that measures could be taken by Montgomery Countihea applicant's expense should the
applicant fail, after proper notice, within the @nspecified to initiate or maintain appropriate
conservation measures required of him by the amorglanas a result of his land disturbing
activity. Should it be necessary for Montgomery ftyuto take such conservation action,
Montgomery County may collect from the applicany aosts in excess of the amount of the
surety held. The amount of the bond or other sictor performance shall not exceed the total
of the estimated cost to initiate and maintain dppropriate conservation action based on unit
price for new public or private sector constructionMontgomery County and a reasonable
allowance for estimated administrative costs arfthtion which shall not exceed twenty-five
(25) percent of the estimated cost of the consenvaiction.

Within sixty (60) days of adequate stabilizatios,determined by the county engineer in
any project or section of a projesyych bond, cash escrow or letter of credit, oruhexpended
or unobligated portion thereof shall be either nefied to the applicant or terminated based on the
percentage of stabilization accomplished in thggotoor section thereofflhese requirements
are in addition to all other provisions relatingth@ issuance of permits and are not intended to
otherwise affect the requirements for such permits.

Sec. 8-66. Monitoring, reports, and inspections.

(@) Montgomery County may require that an indiad holding a certificate of
competence, as provided by Section 10.1-561 ofCie of Virginia, 1950, as amended, who
will be in charge of and responsible for carrying the land disturbing activity and may require
a person responsible for carrying out the plan tmitor and maintain the land disturbing
activity. The person responsible for carrying obe tplan will maintain records of these
inspections and maintenance, to ensure complianite the approved plan and to determine
whether the measures required in the plan areteféein controlling erosion and sedimentation.

(b) The county engineer or other certified ingpescshall periodically inspect the land-
disturbing activity_in _accordance with Section 4 ¥/0-30-60 of the Virginia Erosion and

Sediment Control Regulatiorsrequired-underthe-state-progrianensure compliance with the

approved plan and to determine whether the measemsred in the plan are effective in
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controlling erosion and sedimentation. The ownerppttee, or person responsible for carrying
out the plan shall be given notice of the inspectio

If the county engineer determines that there iailare to comply with the plan, notice
shall be served upon the permittee or person radgerfor carrying out the plan by registered or
certified mail to the address specified in the peapplication or in the plan certification, or by
delivery at the site of the land disturbing actestto the agent or employee supervising such
activities.

The notice shall specify the measures needed t@lyowith the plan and shall specify
the time within which such measures shall be cotagleUpon failure to comply with the
specified time, the permit may be revoked and tenfitee or person responsible for carrying
out the plan shall be deemed to be in violatiothed article and shall be subject to the penalties
provided by this-seetioardinance

(c) YUpon-receiptofasworn-complaintofa-viaatof-this-sectionUpon determination

of a violation of this ordinancthe county engineer may, in conjunction with doseguent to a
notice to comply as specified in this-seetadinanceissue an order requiring that all or part of
the land disturbing activities permitted on theedite stopped until the specified corrective
measures have been takenilf land disturbing activities have commenced withaatapproved
plan, the county engineer may in conjunction withsabsequent to a notice to comply as
specified in this ordinancessue an order requiring that all of the landwdising activities be
stopped until an approved plan or any required fisrane obtained.

Where the alleged noncompliance is causing or imminent danger of causing harmful
erosion of lands or sediment deposition in watehiwithe watersheds of th€ommonwealth,
or where the land disturbing activities have comoeenwithout an approved plan or any
required permits, such an order may be issued whetinot the alleged violator has been issued
a notice to comply as specified in this-sectiodinance Otherwise, such an order may be issued
only after the alleged violator has failed to coynwith a notice to comply.

The order shall be served in the same manner asenot comply and shall remain in
effect for a period of seven (7) days from the dateservice pending application by the
enforcing authority or alleged violator for appriagpe relief to the Montgomery County Circuit
Court.

If the alleged violator has not obtained an appdopkan or any required permits within
seven (7) days from the date of service of thermithe county engineer may issue an order to
the owner requiring that all construction and otkerk on the site, other than corrective
measures, be stopped until an approved plan andeguoyred permits have been obtained. Such
an order shall be served upon the owner by regidter certified mail to the address specified in
the permit applicatior-afr the land records of Montgomery County. The ownay rappeal the
issuance of an order to the Montgomery County @icaurt.

Any person violating or failing, neglecting or refng to obey an order issued by the
county engineer may be compelled in a proceedisifured in the Montgomery County Circuit
Court to obey the order and to comply therewithifpynction, mandamus or other appropriate
remedy. Upon completion and approval of correcéigigon or obtaining an approved plan or any
required permits, the order shall immediately Eedi.

Nothing in this section shall prevent the countgieaer from taking any other action
authorized by this-sectiaordinance

Sec. 8-67. Penalties, injunctions, and other legattions.

(a) Violators of this section shall be guiltyafClass 1 misdemeanor.

(b) Any person who V|olates any prowsmn of thrsllnanceseetlen—er—any—eenemof

a—permit shall, bAty
engieerandipon a f|nd|ng of the Montgomery County Generad;tEDmt Court be assessed a

civil penalty in accordance with this-aie ordinance The civil penalty of any one(1jolation
shall be not less thamme hundred dollars ($100.00) nor more than ooegand dollars ($1,000)
except that the civil penalty for commencementaoid disturbing activities without an approved
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plan shall be one thousand dollars ($1,000.00)hEa&y during which the violation is found to
have existed shall constitute a separate offenseo levent shall a series of specified violations
arising from the same operative set of facts raautivil penalties which exceed a total-ef-three
thousand-delars($3,000-0n thousand dollars ($10,00@xcept that a series of violations
arising from the commencement of land disturbingvdies without an approved plan for any
site shall not result in civil penalties which egdea total of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00).
Any assessment of civil penalties shall be in legcriminal sanctions and shall preclude the
prosecution of such violations as a Class 1 misdere

(c) The county engineer, or the owner of propertyctviihas sustained damage or which
is in imminent danger of being damaged, may appih¢ Montgomery County Circuit Court to
enjoin a violation or a threatened violation ofstierdinance, without the necessity of showing
that an adequate remedy at law does not exist.

However, an owner of property shall not apply fmunctive relief unless (i) he or she
has notified in writing the person who has violatieel local program, and the program authority,
that a violation of the local program has causeéd;reates a probability of causing, damage to
his or her property, and (ii) neither the personowias violated the local program nor the
program_authority has taken corrective action withfteen days to eliminate the conditions

which has caused, or create the probability of icaslamage to his or her property.

(d) In addition to any criminal penalties prowidander this article, any person who
violates any provision of this section may be katd Montgomery County in a civil action for
damages.

(e) Without limiting the remedies which may betaibed in this section, any person
violating or failing, neglecting, or refusing to @pany injunction, mandamus or other remedy
obtained pursuant to this section shall be subjedhe discretion of the court, to a civil penalty
not to exceed two thousand dollars ($2,000.00)dach violation. A civil action for such
violation or failure may be brought by Montgomergudty. Any civil penalties assessed by a
court shall be paid into the Montgomery County steg, except that where the violator is the
locality itself, or its agent, the court shall dir¢he penalty to be paid into the state treasury.

() With the consent of any person who has veslabr failed, neglected or refused to
obey any regulation or condition of a permit or @ngvision of this article, Montgomery County
may provide, in an order issued by Montgomery Cypwagfainst such person for the payment of
civil charges for violations in specific sums, notexceed the limit specified in subsection (e) of
this section. Such civil charges shall be insteladny appropriate civil penalty which could be
imposed under subsectiofiy or(e)

(90 The commonwealth's attorney shall, upon rstje¢ Montgomery County or the
permit issuing authority, take legal action to enoéthe provisions of this article.

(h) Compliance with the provisions of this—sestiordinanceshall be prima facie
evidence in any legal or equitable proceeding famdges caused by erosion, siltation or
sedimentation that all requirements of law havenbeet, and the complaining party must show
negligence in order to recover any damages.

The vote on the foregoing ordinance was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
William H. Brown  None James D. Politis
John A. Muffo

Gary D. Creed

Doug Mairrs

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins
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R-FY-08-130
RESOLUTION AMENDING AUTHORIZING THE FILING OF GRANT
APPLICATION WITH THE COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA DEPAR  TMENT OF
CONSERVATION AND RECREATION FOR THE ELLETT LOOP TRA IL

On a motion by John A. Muffo, seconded by Gary Beed and carried unanimously,

WHEREAS, On December 16, 2005, the Board of Supersiauthorized the County
Administrator to file an application with the Virga Department of Conservation and
Recreation, Recreation Trails Fund Program, foB@20 matching grant to be shared by the
Town of Blacksburg and Montgomery County to funcct®s 4 and Section 5 of the Ellett
Valley Loop Trail as follows:

1. Section 4, Ellett Valley Loop Trail: Constructioh260 linear feet of new trail
and 400 square feet of parking area at a maximwnat$100,000.

2. Section 5, Ellett Valley Loop Trail: Constriget of 2,690 linear feet of new tralil,
2,000 square feet of parking area, one kiosk, dogcle rack, and a 16 foot
viewing deck at a maximum cost of $100,000; and

WHEREAS, The grant application for Section 4 of Hilett VValley Loop Trail was
submitted in 2007 and grant funding received in&@hd

WHEREAS, The grant application for Section 5 isnigedlrafted for submittal in March
2008 with revised construction costs.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supgors of Montgomery
County, Virginia that the County Administrator isithorized to file an application with the
Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreati®acreation Trails Fund Program, for an
80-20 matching grant to be shared by the Town atBiburg and Montgomery County to fund
the following project:

1. Section 5, Ellett Valley Loop Trail: Constructioh@00 linear feet of trail with
multiple small puncheon bridges to a viewing de€lanstruction of a 200 foot by
10 foot wide drive to a 2,000 square feet of pagkanea, one kiosk, and one
bicycle rack. Cleaning and securing old springdeowith an 8 foot fence
enclosure at a maximum cost of $125,000.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

John A. Muffo None James D. Politis
Gary D. Creed

Doug Mairrs

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown
Annette S. Perkins

AMEND WORK SESSION

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Mary Wg8and carried unanimously, the Work
Session is amended as follows:

Defer Item 3, Revenue Sharing Funds and Six-YeadRPlan
The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
William H. Brown  None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

Doug Mairrs

Gary D. Creed

John A. Muffo

Annette S. Perkins
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INTO WORK SESSION

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by Doug Mland carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors herebyeentnto Work Session for the
purpose of discussing the following:

1. Presentation of the FY 08-09 Budget.
2. Courthouse Project
3. Revenue Sharing Funds & Six-Year Road PlaftFERRED

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

John A. Muffo None James D. Politis
Gary D. Creed

Doug Mairrs

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown
Annette S. Perkins

Presentation of the FY 2008-2009 Budget

Carol Edmonds, Assistant County Administrator,omggzed County staff who helped prepare
the Proposed FY 2008-2009 Budget: Angie Hill, Ricial and Management Service Director;
Marc Magruder, Budget Manager, Karen Edmonds, HuResources Director; Susan
Dickerson, Senior Program Assistant; and Amanda,Réeginia Tech Student Intern.

The Budget Manager provided an overview of the &sed FY 2008-2009 Budget. The total
budget is $159.4 million, an increase of $16.7iomllover last year. This budget provides $40.4
million for County General Funds, $99.2 million f8chool Operating Funds, $14.1 million in
Debt Service Funds, $3.8 million for School Cafiet&unds, $1.3 million in new school capital
construction, $17,600 for the Law Library, and $&56 for Fire and Rescue Capital Equipment.

The proposed real estate tax rate is increased6foents to 75 cents, representing a 12 cent
increase. Montgomery County is continuing to adslitate funding reductions, increases in
fringe benefit costs, and additional County andlipidthool needs.

This budget is heavily dedicated to public safdfyunding is needed to help cover the cost of the
new regional jail, to outsource inmates, and thditamh of four School Resource Officers (SRO)
positions that are no longer funded with grant rasnihe creation of one dispatcher position,
and additional funding in operating costs for tihei®f’'s office. Also, additional funding is
added for the operations for Fire and Rescue asréased funding for fire and rescue capital.

This budget includes $1.2 million for county-widengpensation increases, $125,000 for 10%
estimated increase in health insurance costs fod%¥and $161,547 to cover the fourth year of a
five year plan to fully implement the MAG compensatplan.

The FY 09 budget provides county funding totalid$$H million for school operating funds, an
increase of $3.3 million over FY 08 and accountsfaents of the 12 cent tax rate increase. The
increase in county funding, along with the addatiestunding of $2.2 million, totals $5.5 million

in additional funding for the School Operating Furichis increase is intended to afford the
Schools the opportunity to provide school employeiis an average 7.6% salary increase.

As previously stated, the proposed budget reqairE? cent increase in the real estate tax rate.
One penny on the tax rate equals $656,855, sor#f wdll bring in new revenue in the amount
of $7.9 million.

The County received numerous requests from the ©p8ohools, and Outside Agencies for
additional money. County Departments and Outsigeng&ies requested a total of $6.3 million
with only $3.9 million recommended for funding. &'Bchool Board requested a total $4.2
million with only $3.3 million recommended for fuimg). Many legitimate requests were
deferred or not recommended in order to fund tigadst priority items.
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The Budget Manager explained the next steps ibulget process are to establish an advertised
tax rate by March 17, 2008, hold a public hearingh®e advertised tax rate and proposed FY 08-
09 budget, set tax rate in April 208 and adoptahdget.

Supervisor Perkins thanked all staff who workedirar the FY 08-09 propose budget and also
expressed appreciation to Carol Edmonds, Assi§tanhty Administrator, for all the hours she
spent working on and finalizing the budget for raooendation.

Supervisor Creed expressed concern with the commade that the $5.5 million is intended to
afford the Schools the opportunity to provide engpks with a salary increase. He believes this
statement is assuming the School Board will userttoney for salary increases. He reminded
the Board that any funding provided to the Schaoéi@ting Fund will go directly into the
School’s general fund and the Board of SuperviBassnot control on how it is spent and if it
will be used for salary increases.

Supervisor Biggs stated she appreciates the wastdbement was made because it shows that
funding is available to afford the opportunity &alary increases. This is a message to the
teachers and school employees that the Board adrtdisprs is listening to their concerns and is
willing to provide appropriate funding this yearaddress the salary needs.

Supervisor Marrs agreed with Supervisor Biggs’'estagnt but also agreed with Supervisor
Creed that the School Board controls their budugtthe Board of Supervisors.

Supervisor Brown commented he likes the way theestant is worded also. It affords the
Schools the opportunity to provide compensationsases.

Supervisor Biggs asked about the Institute of Gawent Salary Survey that was used for salary
comparison to Montgomery County and what othealibes were compared to Montgomery
County.

Supervisor Creed also asked what criteria was fmsdtie salary survey and when the last
update was done. Were these localities experigribemmsame growth rate as Montgomery
County?

Budget questions from the Board on the budgetlvelfforwarded to staff and a full report will
be provided to the Board at their next meeting.

Presentation on the Courthouse Project

Jack Murphy, Thompson + Litton, provided an updatehe Courthouse Facility and Parking
Structure. Mr. Murphy summarized the proposed aergdan for a new courthouse. The master
plan consists of two phases. The first phase stsef a 98,500 square foot courthouse facility
to be constructed along Pepper Street and theroetish of al28-space, two level parking
garage. The second phase consists of renovagngxikting courthouse into a public safety
building to house the Sheriff Department and japrovements. The emphasis on the new
courthouse facility are security, operations, faaiié inmate transfer, and a 25 year projected
needs. This is a 25 year build-out plan.

The proposed parking garage will be two levelse glound level will be a secured level
reserved only for judges, court staff, and jurofsie second level will be available for the
public. Handicapped parking will be available @pper Street. Mr. Murphy stated that they
have designed enough parking spaces to accomminidldiaild-out of the courthouse, proposed
public safety building, and jail facilities. Tlparking structure will be built to accommodate
only two levels and will not be able to expand ddigonal levels will require a stronger
foundation and a elevator.

Mr. Murphy stated the next step is the design mec& he Architects will be meeting with the
Sheriff, Judges and court staff to discuss spen#é®ds and refine the design of the courthouse.
Their goal is to have the first phase, new coursecand parking garage, constructed by 2011.

Ron Bonnema, County Engineer, provided estimatstsam the project. The cost for phase one
is estimated at $30.8 million, which includes $hilion for the parking structure.
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Several Board members expressed concern with dpoged parking garage and if there will be
enough parking in the future. Supervisor Marrsestdhat we don’t know what the population in
Montgomery County will be in 25 years and it comsehim that there are no plans for sufficient
parking.

Supervisor Biggs asked the cost of constructingriipg structure with more levels. Mr.
Murphy replied that the cost would be doubled wuad $2.6 million. This would include a
stronger foundation and elevator.

Supervisor Creed commented that the master pldudes enough parking for full build-out for
25 years of the entire block, which includes thegad proposed public facility building, not just
the courthouse. If the population is going to exel that much then a new courthouse would
have to expand as well.

Supervisor Muffo stated he believes the parkingcstire will provide adequate parking.

Supervisor Marrs stressed that the Sheriff be édiein all plans related to the courthouse and
jail expansion.

The Assistant County Administrator pointed out thaésolution is listed on the agenda under

New Business for the Board’s consideration to appriie Architect Service Agreement with
Thompson + Litton.

OUT OF WORK SESSION

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by John AffMand carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors ends théark Session to return to
Regular Session.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None James D. Politis
Doug Mairrs

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

John A. Muffo

Annette S. Perkins

NEW BUSINESS

R-FY-08-131
A RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
DONOR AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN
THE BLACKSBURG HIGH SCHOOL ATHLETIC BOOSTERS,
THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY SCHOOL BOARD AND
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS
OF THE COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY, VIRGINIA

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by John AffMand carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of t@®unty of Montgomery,
Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby apps the Donor Agreement by and between
the Blacksburg High School Athletic Boosters, thertjomery County School Board and the
Montgomery County Board of Supervisors.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervssdhereby authorizes
Annette Perkins, Chair of Board of Supervisorshad County of Montgomery, to execute the
said Donor Agreement on behalf of the Board of Bupers of the County of Montgomery.
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The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

Doug Marrs None James D. Politis
Gary D. Creed

John A. Muffo

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown
Annette S. Perkins

R-FY-08-132
OFFICE ON YOUTH ADVISORY BOARD
DISTRICT F REPRESENTATIVE
APPOINTMENT

On a motion by Doug Marrs, seconded by Mary W. Biggd carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montggry County, Virginia hereby
appointsKaren S. Frazier to theOffice on Youth Advisory Board effective March 11, 2008
and expiring March 10, 2011.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None James D. Politis
John A. Muffo

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

Doug Mairrs

Annette S. Perkins

R-FY-08-133
OFFICE ON YOUTH ADVISORY BOARD
AT-LARGE REPRESENTATIVE
APPOINTMENT

On a motion by Doug Marrs, seconded by Mary W. Biggd carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, The Board of Supervisors of Montggry County, Virginia hereby
appointsRick Sparks, Jr. to theOffice on Youth Advisory Board effective March 11, 2008
and expiring November 16, 2008.

Said appointment fills the unexpired term of Jusioby, resigned.
The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

Gary D. Creed None James D. Politis
John A. Muffo

Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

Doug Mairrs

Annette S. Perkins

R-FY-08-134
RESOLUTION DEFERRING THE APPLICATION
TO VDOT FOR REVENUE SHARING FUNDS
FY 2008-2009

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Mary Wg8and carried unanimously,
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BE IT RESOLVED, That the Board of Supervisorsted County of Montgomery,
hereby defers application to the Virginia Departtr@nl ransportation Revenue Sharing
Program until such time that the County Adminisiraeceives information from the Virginia
Department of Transportation on the new deadlineplication submittal.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

John A. Muffo None James D. Politis
Mary W. Biggs

William H. Brown

Doug Mairrs

Gary D. Creed
Annette S. Perkins

R-FY-08-135
RESOLUTION APPROVING THE
ARCHITECT SERVICE AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN THE MONTGOMERY COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS AND THOMPSON + LITTON
FOR THE COURTHOUSE PROJECT

On a motion by Mary W. Biggs, seconded by WilliamBfliown and carried unanimously,

BE IT RESOLVED, By the Board of Supervisors of t@®unty of Montgomery,
Virginia, that the Board of Supervisors hereby apps the Architect Service Agreement by and
between the Montgomery County Board of Supervisoi Thompson + Litton the Courthouse
Project.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Board of Supeovss hereby authorizes the
County Administrator to execute said agreementeirali of the Board of Supervisors.

The vote on the foregoing resolution was as foltows

AYE NAY ABSENT

Mary W. Biggs None James D. Politis
William H. Brown

Doug Mairrs

Gary D. Creed

John A. Muffo

Annette S. Perkins

COUNTY ADMINISTRATOR’'S REPORT

The Assistant County Administrator reminded the lBaa the joint meeting with the School
Boardscheduled for Tuesday, March 11, 2008 at 6:00 mrihe Multi-Purpose Room, First
Floor, Government Center.

Inorganic Ventureground breaking is scheduled for March 11, 200B0a80 a.m. at the Falling
Branch Corporate Park.

A Budget Work Sessiois scheduled for February 18, 2008 at 6:00 p.m.

BOARD MEMBERS’ REPORTS

Supervisor Biggsannounced “Take Back the Night” March and R#lgcheduled for March
27, 2008 and requested the Board add a proclamstigporting this event on their next agenda.
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School Board Meeting The School Board discussed the upcoming anraverd the Virginia
Tech April 16 shooting. They decided that schoitll main open; however, each individual
school may plan events.

Supervisor Perkinsalso discussed the April Y8ragedy and what appropriate events could be
held for Montgomery County employees. She suggeBtesid members forward any
suggestions they may have.

Volunteerism Outreach ProgranSupervisor Perkins attended a meeting at thginda Tech
German Club. The meeting was a spearhead degie/&dop a volunteer program like VT
Engage. They discuss ways to recognize outstaraitogiteers and how to encourage young
people to volunteer. Supervisor Perkins will kéfep Board informed on any progress.

ADJOURNMENT

On a motion by Gary D. Creed, seconded by Doug $/amd carried unanimously, the Board
adjourned to Tuesday, March 11, 2008 for a joinetimg with the Montgomery County School
Board at 6:00 p.m.

The vote on the foregoing motion was as follows:

AYE NAY ABSENT
William H. Brown  None James D. Politis
Doug Mairrs

Gary D. Creed

John A. Muffo

Mary W. Biggs

Annette S. Perkins

The meeting adjourned at 10:11 p.m.

APPROVED: ATTESTED:
Annette S. Perkins B. Clayton Goodman, Il
Chair County Administrator
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